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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-20 are pending and were examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
The documents crossed out in the IDS submitted on 10/15/08 were crossed out 
because the documents were listed in a previously submitted IDS and do not need to be 
listed again. These documents were previously considered. 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 
Applicant's amendments were fully considered. Applicant's arguments directed 
at the amended claims were also fully considered, but are moot in view of new 
rejections made below in response to the amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6, 9-13, and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rangan et al (US 2002/0184534). 
Claims 1, 9, and 15: 

As per claim 1, Rangan discloses: 
1 . Receiving login information from the user, the login information including the first 

username, an alternate class, and a password, the first user name and the 

alternate class being received as part of a user identification input of the login 
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information entered by the user (Fig 2 and paragraphs 23, 27, 29, and 31-32). 
Rangan's invention provides a way in which one or more users can manage their 
user id and passwords for various destinations found in the network seen in 
Figure 1. As seen in Figure 2, some of these destinations such as LBC.com and 
Airline.com can have a common first user name (i.e. John Doe) associated with 
both of the destinations. As such, a first user name (i.e. John Doe) is associated 
with a first class of users (i.e. the class of users having an account with 
LBC.com) and an alternate class of users (i.e. the class of users having an 
account with Airline.com). Paragraph 32 discusses that the portal page seen in 
Figure 2 had the information seen therein entered by the user, thus Rangan's 
invention received login information from the user as recited in claim 1. 

2. Authenticating the user based on the first username and the password 
(paragraph 12). 

3. Providing access to the computer system (i.e. the network as seen in Figure 1 ) 
as the alternate class (paragraphs 12 and 30). 

4. Wherein the alternate class is different than the first class (Fig 1 and paragraphs 
27 and 29-30). As discussed above already, users having an account with 
LBC.com and Airline.com (as an example) are considered different classes of 
users. However, as seen in Figure 2, it is possible for users of both classes to 
have at least one user whose user name is the same for both sites. 
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Claim 9 is directed towards a computer program product comprising a storage 
medium readable by a processing circuit and storing instructions for execution by the 
processing circuit for performing the method of claim 1 and is rejected for similar 
reasons as claim 1 . Since Rangan's invention is implemented via a computer system, a 
computer program product comprising a storage medium as recited in claim 9 is 
inherent to Rangan's invention. 

Claim 15 is directed towards a system having an interface and processor for 
performing the method of claim 1 and is rejected for similar reasons as claim 1 . Since 
the user is able to enter and edit his/her user id and password in Rangan's invention 
(paragraph 32), this implies there being an interface receiving login information from the 
user as claimed. Since Rangan's invention is implemented using a computer system, it 
has a processor as claimed since all computer systems have processors. 
Claims 2, 10 and 16: 

Rangan further discloses wherein the login information includes a second 
username entered by the user as part of the user identification input in addition to the 
first username and the alternate class, and in the providing step, access to the 
computer system is provided (by the processor) with the rights and privileges of the 
second user name (Fig 2 and paragraphs 3, 29, and 32). 
Claims 3, 11, and 17: 

Rangan further discloses verifying that the user is authorized to be provided 
access to the computer system as the alternate class, wherein the providing step is only 
performed if the user's authorization is verified (paragraphs 12, and 29-30). 
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Claim 4: 

Rangan further discloses wherein the verifying step includes the sub-step of 
looking up the first username in an identity switching authorization table (paragraphs 12 
and 29-30). 
Claims 5, 12, and 18: 

Rangan further discloses wherein the providing step includes the sub-step of 
presenting the user with a user interface of the alternate class after login (paragraph 3). 
Claims 6, 13, and 19: 

Rangan further discloses wherein in the providing step the processor provides 
the user with the experience of a user in the alternate class (paragraph 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rangan 
et al (US 2002/0184534) in view of (US 6,088,451). 
Claim 8: 

Rangan does not explicitly disclose the step of recording an audit trail that 
includes at least some of the actions performed by the first user, the audit trail including 
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the first username. However, He discloses the limitation (col 1 0, line 49-col 1 1 , line 6 
and col 23, lines 30-36). 

At the time applicant's invention was made, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to modify Rangan's invention according to the limitations recited in 
claim 8 in light of He's teachings. One skilled would have been motivated to do so 
because use of auditing as taught by He would provide means for detecting malicious 
attempts to circumvent security mechanisms (He: col 10, lines 49-52). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 7, 14, and 20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 



Application/Control Number: 10/796,372 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2435 

extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PONNOREAY PICH whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7962. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-4:30pm Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ponnoreay Pich/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2435 
/Kimyen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



